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U.S.C. §3205, or the Mandatory Victims Res-
titution Act, 18 U.S.C. §3613, or other Federal
statute]/[issued by (name of the State child
support enforcement agency), pursuant to
authority to attach or seize assets of non-
custodial parents in financial institutions in
the State of (name of State), 42 U.S.C. §666].

Accordingly, the garnishee is hereby noti-
fied that the procedures established under 31
CFR part 212 for identifying and protecting
Federal benefits deposited to accounts at fi-
nancial institutions do not apply to this gar-
nishment order.

The garnishee should comply with the
terms of this order, including instructions
for withholding and retaining any funds de-
posited to any account(s) covered by this
order, pending further order of [name of the
court]/[the name of the State child support
enforcement agency].

APPENDIX C TO PART 212—EXAMPLES OF
THE LOOKBACK PERIOD AND PRO-
TECTED AMOUNT

The following examples illustrate this defi-
nition of lookback period.

Example 1: Account review performed same
day garnishment order is served.

A financial institution receives garnish-
ment order on Wednesday, March 17. The fi-
nancial institution performs account review
the same day on Wednesday, March 17. The
lookback period begins on Tuesday, March
16, the date preceding the date of account re-
view. The lookback period ends on Saturday,
January 16, the corresponding date two
months earlier.

Example 2: Account review performed the
day after garnishment order is served.

A financial institution receives garnish-
ment order on Wednesday, November 17. The
financial institution performs account re-
view next business day on Thursday, Novem-
ber 18. The lookback period begins on
Wednesday, November 17, the date preceding
the date of account review. The lookback pe-
riod ends on Friday, September 17, the cor-
responding date two months earlier.

Example 3: No corresponding date two
months earlier.

A financial institution receives garnish-
ment order on Tuesday, August 30. The fi-
nancial institution performs the account re-
view two business days later on Thursday,
September 1. The lookback period begins on
Wednesday, August 31, the date preceding
the date of account review. The lookback pe-
riod ends on Wednesday, June 30, the last
date of the month two months earlier, since
June 31 does not exist to correspond with Au-
gust 31.

Example 4: Weekend between receipt of gar-
nishment order and account review.

A financial institution receives garnish-
ment order on Friday, December 10. The fi-
nancial institution performs the account re-
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view two business days later on Tuesday, De-
cember 14. The lookback period begins on
Monday, December 13, the date preceding the
date of account review. The lookback period
ends on Wednesday, October 13, the cor-
responding date two months earlier.

The following examples illustrate the defi-
nition of protected amount.

Example 1: Account balance less than sum
of benefit payments.

A financial institution receives a garnish-
ment order against an account holder for
$2,000 on May 20. The date of account review
is the same day, May 20, when the opening
balance in the account is $1,000. The
lookback period begins on May 19, the date
preceding the date of account review, and
ends on March 19, the corresponding date
two months earlier. The account review
shows that two Federal benefit payments
were deposited to the account during the
lookback period totaling $2,500, one for $1,250
on Friday, April 30 and one for $1,250 on
Tuesday, April 1. Since the $1,000 balance in
the account at the open of business on the
date of account review is less than the $2,500
sum of benefit payments posted to the ac-
count during the lookback period, the finan-
cial institution establishes the protected
amount at $1,000.

Example 2: Three benefit payments during
lookback period.

A financial institution receives a garnish-
ment order against an account holder for
$8,000 on December 2. The date of account re-
view is the same day, December 2, when the
opening balance in the account is $5,000. The
lookback period begins on December 1, the
date preceding the date of account review,
and ends on October 1, the corresponding
date two months earlier. The account review
shows that three Federal benefit payments
were deposited to the account during the
lookback period totaling $4,500, one for $1,500
on December 1, another for $1,500 on Novem-
ber 1, and a third for $1,500 on October 1.
Since the $4,500 sum of the three benefit pay-
ments posted to the account during the
lookback period is less than the $5,000 bal-
ance in the account at the open of business
on the date of account review, the financial
institution establishes the protected amount
at $4,500 and seizes the remaining $500 in the
account consistent with State law.

Example 3: Intraday transactions.

A financial institution receives a garnish-
ment order against an account holder for
$4,000 on Friday, September 10. The date of
account review is Monday, September 13,
when the opening balance in the account is
$6,000. A cash withdrawal for $1,000 is proc-
essed after the open of business on Sep-
tember 13, but before the financial institu-
tion has performed the account review, and
the balance in the account is $5,000 when the
financial institution initiates an automated
program to conduct the account review. The
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lookback period begins on Sunday, Sep-
tember 12, the date preceding the date of ac-
count review, and ends on Monday, July 12,
the corresponding date two months earlier.
The account review shows that two Federal
benefit payments were deposited to the ac-
count during the lookback period totaling
$3,000, one for $1,500 on Wednesday, July 21,
and the other for $1,500 on Wednesday, Au-
gust 18. Since the $3,000 sum of the two ben-
efit payments posted to the account during
the lookback period is less than the $6,000
balance in the account at the open of busi-
ness on the date of account review, the fi-
nancial institution establishes the protected
amount at $3,000 and, consistent with State
law, freezes the $2,000 remaining in the ac-
count after the cash withdrawal.

Example 4: Benefit payment on date of ac-
count review.

A financial institution receives a garnish-
ment order against an account holder for
$5,000 on Thursday, July 1. The date of ac-
count review is the same day, July 1, when
the opening balance in the account is $3,000,
and reflects a Federal benefit payment of
$1,000 posted that day. The lookback period
begins on Wednesday, June 30, the date pre-
ceding the date of account review, and ends
on Friday, April 30, the corresponding date
two months earlier. The account review
shows that two Federal benefit payments
were deposited to the account during the
lookback period totaling $2,000, one for $1,000
on Friday, April 30 and one for $1,000 on
Tuesday, June 1. Since the $2,000 sum of the
two benefit payments posted to the account
during the lookback period is less than the
$3,000 balance in the account at the open of
business on the date of account review, not-
withstanding the third Federal benefit pay-
ment posted on the date of account review,
the financial institution establishes the pro-
tected amount at $2,000 and places a hold on
the remaining $1,000 in the account in ac-
cordance with State law.

Example 5: Account co-owners with benefit
payments.

A financial institution receives a garnish-
ment order against an account holder for
$3,800 on March 22. The date of account re-
view is the same day, March 22, when the
opening balance in the account is $7,000. The
lookback period begins on March 21, the date
preceding the date of account review, and
ends on January 21, the corresponding date
two months earlier. The account review
shows that four Federal benefit payments
were deposited to the account during the
lookback period totaling $7,000. Two of these
benefit payments, totaling $3,000, were made
to the account holder against whom the gar-
nishment order was issued. The other two
payments, totaling $4,000, were made to a co-
owner of the account. Since the financial in-
stitution must perform the account review
based only on the presence of benefit pay-
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ments, without regard to the existence of co-
owners on the account or payments to mul-
tiple beneficiaries or under multiple pro-
grams, the financial institution establishes
the protected amount at $7,000, equal to the
sum of the four benefit payments posted to
the account during the lookback period.
Since $7,000 is also the balance in the ac-
count on the date of account review, there
are no additional funds in the account which
can be frozen.
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Subpart A—General Information

§215.1 Scope of part.

This part relates to agreements be-
tween the Secretary of the Treasury
and States (including the District of
Columbia), cities or counties for with-
holding of State, city or county income
or employment taxes from the com-
pensation of civilian Federal employ-
ees, and for the withholding of State
income taxes from the compensation of
members of the Armed Forces. Subpart
A contains general information and
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